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increase the average residential custo inch x 3/4-inch m 

$13.59 (or 58.86 percent) from $23.20 to $36. 

the Arsenic Remedial Surcharge Mechanisi 

Staff recommends surcharges that conform with 

1 authorized by 

erage residenti Staffs recommended surcharges would i 

Backwound 

On January 23, 2001, the United ental Protection Agency reduced the 

drinking water standard for arsenic from 50 parts per billion (“ppb”) to 10 ppb. All community 

water systems and non-transient non-community water systems needed to comply with the new 

federal rule by January 23,2006. 

On June 1, 2006, in Decision No. 68 as was authoriz 

mechanism” or “ARSM.” The latter term in use he 
* Dated June 1,2006. 
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* * 

Having considered th 

Commission finds, concludes, and orders that: .. 

ertificated Class C 

2. The Company seek in this proceeding 

authorizing the monthly surcharges as shown on Table A to aid the Company in its efforts to 

comply with the Environmental Protection Agency’s new arsenic maximum contaminant level of 

10 ppb which became effective January 23,2006. 

3. Staff determined that the Company’s surcharge calculation is not consistent with 

the authorized ARSM and recommends adjustments to calculate the surcharge as authorized. 

4. Staff calculated surcharges to conform with the authorized ARSM. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. The Company is a public water service corporation within the meaning of Article 

XV of the Arizona Constitution and A.R.S. $940-250 and 40-252. 

2. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Company and of the subject matter of the 

application. 

3. Approval of an arsenic surcharge is con 

under the Arizona Constitution, Arizona ratemaking statut 

4. It is in the public interest to approve the Company’s request for approval of an 
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1200 West Washington 
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